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APPELLANT'S BRIEF 
STATEMENT OF JURISDICTION 
Jurisdiction is vested in the Utah Court of Appeals 
pursuant to Utah Code Annotated §78-2a-3(i) (1953 as amended). 
STATEMENT OF ISSUES ON APPEAL 
The issues presented for review on appeal and the 
standard of appeal are set forth as follows: 
1. Should Twyla Hamilton have been dismissed from the 
matter on the basis of res judicata (R. pp. 13-17)? 
The standard for appellate review is a question of law 
which is reviewed for correctness and no particular deference is 
given to the trial court. State vs. V.G.P., No. 910383-CA (Utah 
App. 1992). 
2. Did the court exceed the four-year statute of 
limitations (Tr. p. 196)? 
The standard for appellate review as to whether the 
statute of limitations has expired is a question of law which is 
reviewed for correctness and no particular deference is given to 
the trial court. Gramlich vs. Munsey. 838 P.2d 1131 (Utah 1992). 
3. Did the court fail to allow proper credit for child 
support monies received (Tr. pp. 162-164)? 
Although no case has been found with similar facts, it 
would appear that the application of child support credits would be 
a question of law which is reviewed for correctness, since the 
findings are not in dispute. 
- 1 -
4. Did the court improperly impute income to the 
Defendant in calculating arrears (R. p. 272, Tr. pp. 157-161)? 
The standard for appellate review is that imputing income 
in determining voluntary underemployment is a factual question 
where great deference is given to the trial court and which 
requires the appellant to show an abuse of that discretion. Hill 
vs. Hill, 869 P.2d 963 (Utah App. 1994). 
5. Did the court improperly disallow necessary business 
expenses (Tr. pp. 168, 194-195)? 
The standard for appellate review determining the 
reasonableness of necessary business expenses is a factual question 
where great deference is given to the trial court and which 
requires the appellant to show an abuse of that discretion. Jones 
vs. Jones, 700 P.2d 1072 (Utah 1985). 
APPLICABLE STATUTES, RULES AND REGULATIONS 
Utah Code Ann. §78-45a-3 and §78-45-7.5(4)(a) are 
applicable to this appeal. They read as follows: 
78-45a-3. Limitation and Recovery from the 
Father. 
The father's liability for past education and 
necessary support are limited to a period of 
four years next preceding the commencement of 
an action. 
78-45-7.5. Definition of Gross Income -
Imputed Income. 
(4)(a) Gross income from self-employment or 
operation of a business shall be calculated by 
subtracting necessary expenses required for 
self employment or business operation from 
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gross receipts. The income and expenses from 
self employment or operation of a business 
shall be reviewed to determine an appropriate 
level of gross income available to the parent 
to satisfy a child support award. Only those 
expenses necessary to allow the business to 
operate at a reasonable level may be deducted 
from gross receipts. 
STATEMENT OF THE CASE 
This case was brought to determine paternity and 
establish child support. Child support was made retroactive 
pursuant to a four-year statute of limitations, although the order 
exceeded that length. Income during the four-year statute of 
limitation period was imputed to the Defendant. The Defendant's 
income for purposes of determining ongoing support included 
necessary business expenses incurred by the Defendant's solely 
owned corporation. Trial was had on the 24th day of March 1993. 
The final order was signed on the 27th day of January 1994 by the 
Honorable Frank G. Noel of the Third District Court. The 
Defendant's Notice of Appeal was filed the 25th day of February 
1994. 
STATEMENT OF FACTS 
1. This action was initiated on May 9, 1991, when Twyla 
K. Hamilton and Heidi Ann Hamilton filed a petition with the court 
to determine paternity and to establish child support. (Record p. 
2). 
2. An earlier action to determine paternity and 
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establish child support had been filed on June 22, 1982, by the 
State of Utah on behalf of Twyla Hamilton. (R. pp. 13-14). 
3. A settlement and release was entered into in 1982 
which required Regan to pay "Twyla Hamilton, and the State of Utah, 
the sum of $5,000.00 and pay all medical obligations incurred by 
Twyla Hamilton in connection with the pregnancy and birth of 
subject child. . . . " (R. p.16). 
4. The settlement and release went on to state that 
"Twyla K. Hamilton and the State of Utah hereby accept the above 
agreement in full, compromise, settlement, and satisfaction of any 
and all claims and causes of action that now exist, or may 
hereafter accrue, in their favor on behalf of said female child 
against Stephen A. Regan. . . . " (R. p.16). 
5. Twyla Hamilton received these settlement funds. 
(Transcript p. 153). 
6. Subsequent to that time, Twyla Hamilton and her 
daughter brought action in federal court against the State of Utah 
and Davis County, which resulted in additional settlement of 
between $6,000.00 and $7,500.00. (Tr. p. 164). 
7. This settlement took place in 1987. (Tr. p. 162). 
8. The court entered judgment for child support arrears 
from November 1986 until November 1991. (R. p. 285). 
9. Regan is self employed in the convenience store 
business. (Tr. pp. 110, 158). 
10. Testimony was taken concerning the income of 
Defendant's business. The court disallowed business expenses of 
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$3,000.00 for legal/professional, $2,146.00 for list attached, 
$2,500.00 for travel, and $6,000.00 for repairs. These sums were 
then imputed to the Defendant as personal income from which to pay 
child support. (R. p. 271). 
11. Regan was deemed to have $3,433.00 annual rental 
income (R. p. 270) 
12. Based on the denial of these business expenses, and 
the rental income, the court found Regan's gross monthly income to 
be $2,785.00. (R. p. 281). 
13. In calculating child support from November 1986 
through November 1991, the court imputed Defendant's income to be 
$1,500.00 per month. (R. p. 282). 
14. No explanation was given as to how this figure was 
reached. (Tr. pp. 197, 198). 
SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT 
I. THE COURT ERRED IN FAILING TO 
DISMISS TWYLA HAMILTON FROM THIS ACTION 
Twyla Hamilton received settlement monies and dismissed 
with prejudice an earlier case against Stephen Regan. Her claim is 
thus barred by res judicata. 
II. THE COURT ERRED IN MAKING 
CHILD SUPPORT RETROACTIVE TO NOVEMBER 1986 
The applicable four-year statute of limitations makes 
child support retroactive to March 1987, not November 1986 as set 
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forth in the court's order. 
III. THE COURT ERRED BY FAILING TO CONSIDER 
PRIOR SETTLEMENT MONIES AS A CREDIT FOR CHILD SUPPORT 
Regan is entitled to a credit for support monies received 
by Hamilton and the child from other sources. 
IV. THE COURT IMPROPERLY IMPUTED 
INCOME TO THE DEFENDANT TO CALCULATE ARREARS 
The court abused its discretion in imputing income to 
Regan in calculating child support arrears. There were inadequate 
findings to support the income imputed, which have no basis in the 
record. 
V. THE COURT ERRED IN DISALLOWING NECESSARY BUSINESS 
EXPENSES AND ASSESSING RENTAL INCOME IN CALCULATING 
REGAN#S INCOME FOR PURPOSES OF ASSESSING CHILD SUPPORT 
The court abused its discretion in disallowing 
necessary business expenses incurred by the Defendant's solely-
owned corporation in calculating child support. Expenses used to 
maintain the business and preserve the Defendant's ability to 





THE COURT ERRED IN FAILING TO 
DISMISS TWYLA HAMILTON FROM THIS ACTION 
Twyla Hamilton's acceptance of the prior settlement from 
Steve Regan precludes her from proceeding with this action. In 
State vs. V.G.P.. No. 910383-CA, (Utah App. 1992), the defendant 
challenged paternity several years after a proceeding where he had 
acknowledged paternity. The trial court's ruling that res judicata 
did not apply was reversed by this court. The court stated: 
The Doctrine of Res Judicata serves vital 
public interests beyond any individual judge's 
ad hoc determination of the equities in a 
particular case. [Citation omitted]. These 
vital public interests include: (1) fostering 
a reliance on prior adjudications; (2) 
preventing inconsistent decisions; (3) 
relieving parties of the cost and vexation of 
multiple lawsuits; and (4) conserving judicial 
resources. [Citation omitted]. The Doctrine 
of Res Judicata is not a mere matter of 
practice or procedure inherited from a more 
technical time than ours. It is a rule of 
* fundamental and substantial justice, of 
public policy and of private peace' which 
should be cordially regarded and enforced by 
the courts. . . . [citations omitted]. 
State vs. V.G.P., supra. p. 2 of opinion. 
This case presents a similar scenario. A settlement was 
reached whereby "Twyla K. Hamilton and the State of Utah hereby 
accept the above agreement in full compromise, settlement and 
satisfaction of any and all claims and causes of action that now 
exist or may hereafter accrue in their favor on behalf of said 
female child against Stephen A. Regan." (R. p. 16). Ms. Hamilton 
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admitted at trial that she received all of these sums as far as she 
knew. (Tr. p. 153). Any sum she seeks for reimbursement for child 
support are thus barred by res judicata. 
Nevertheless, the child was not a party to that action. 
Regan acknowledges the child's right to bring this proceeding. See 
Szarak vs. Sandoval, 636 P.2d 1082 (Utah 1981). 
II. 
THE COURT ERRED IN MAKING 
CHILD SUPPORT RETROACTIVE TO NOVEMBER 1986 
The court entered judgment against Regan for child 
support arrears, going back to November 1986. Utah Code Annotated 
§78-45a-3 (1953 as amended) limits a father's liability to a period 
of four years preceding the commencement of the action. This four 
year period was acknowledged by Mr. Ralphs, attorney for Ms. 
Hamilton: 
MR. RALPHS: Yes. Okay. What we are asking 
for is the statutory four years prior to the 
date of filing. 
(Tr. p. 196.). 
The petition in this case is date stamped by the clerk of 
the Third District Court on March 9, 1991. (R. p. 2). The four-
year statute of limitations would extend Mr. Regan's liability to 
March 1987. The order here is in violation of the statute by 
extending liability to November 1986. This appears to be a 




THE COURT ERRED BY FAILING TO CONSIDER 
PRIOR SETTLEMENT MONIES AS A CREDIT FOR CHILD SUPPORT 
Ms. Hamilton acknowledged receipt of $5,000.00 (Tr. p. 
153) from Mr. Regan. This was in addition to medical expenses and 
constitutes child support. She also acknowledged settling a case 
in 1987, in which the child was also a party, for between $6,000.00 
and $7,500.00 (Tr. p. 164.). The settlement also constituted child 
support and was received in 1987. Plaintiffs should not be awarded 
double recovery. Because this is a very unusual fact situation, no 
similar case has been found. However, the Supreme Court in Knudson 
vs. Department of Social Services, 660 P. 2d 258 (Utah 1987) has 
held that support obligations may be fulfilled in a variety of ways 
and that credit should be allowed if support is paid. In this most 
unique situation, full credit should be awarded to the Defendant 
for child support monies received by the Plaintiff. 
IV. 
THE COURT IMPROPERLY IMPUTED INCOME 
TO THE DEFENDANT TO CALCULATE ARREARS 
In calculating the amount of the judgment between 
November 1986 and November 1991, the court imputed income to Regan 
of $1,500.00 per month. In order to impute income, the trial court 
should make specific findings that the party is voluntarily 
unemployed or underemployed. See Hill vs. Hill, 841 P. 2d 722 (Utah 
App. 1993). Failure to make specific findings is an abuse of 
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discretion. See Hall vs. Hall, 858 P.2d 1018 (Utah App. 1993). 
Income should not be imputed unless there is a finding that the 
spouse is voluntarily, unemployed or underemployed. See Cox vs. 
Cox, 877 P.2d 1262 (Utah App. 1994). 
In this case, the final order contains 15 paragraphs of 
"findings." Paragraph 9 states; "That for the purposes of 
determining Defendant's child support obligations for the period of 
November 1986 through November 1991, the court finds the 
Plaintiff's gross monthly income to be $750.00 and the Defendant's 
gross monthly income to be $1,500.00." (R. p. 272). There is no 
finding indicating how this figure was arrived at. (See R. pp. 
269-276). In the transcript, the only place counsel has found 
dealing with this issue reads as follows: 
THE COURT: So then I think that's what I 
said, arrearages from November 1986 to the 
present; for purposes of calculating, the 
court is of the opinion that the evidence 
regarding the Plaintiff's income is much less 
clear, even though this is not entirely clear. 
But I think that the court's findings are 
supportive by the evidence, but for the 
purpose of calculating the arrearages from 
November of 1986, the court finds the 
Defendant's income to be $1,500.00 a month 
gross income, and the Plaintiff's going to 
impute to her a minimum wage of $750.00 a 
month. 
Tr. p. 197. 
The testimony concerning Regan's income for the 
applicable years was as follows: Personal adjusted gross income 
for 1987 was negative $473.00 with gross income of $2,400.00. (Tr. 
p. 158). This presumably included income as a labor at $5.50 per 
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hour and as a garbage collector for $6.00 an hour for six weeks. 
(Tr. p. 157). Personal adjusted gross income for 1988 was $751.00 
(Tr. p. 158), with gross income of $8,256.00 (Tr. pp. 158-159). 
Personal income in 1989 was $3,006.00 (Tr. p. 159). Personal 
income in 1990 was $2,870.00 (Tr. p. 159). 1986 income was 
estimated at $3,000.00 (Tr. p. 159). The corporate income for 1987 
was negative $14,567.00 (Tr. p. 160). The corporate income for 
1988 was $13,514.00 (Tr. p. 161). The corporate income for 1989 
was $6,055.00 (Tr. p. 161). The corporate income for 1990 was 
negative $6,557.00 (Tr. p. 161). 
Because the testimony does not support income of 
$1,500.00 per month and no findings support the imputed income, the 
court has abused its discretion and the matter should be remanded 
for further hearing to establish the amount of child support due 
from March 1991 through November 1991. 
V. 
THE COURT ERRED IN DISALLOWING NECESSARY BUSINESS 
EXPENSES AND ASSESSING RENTAL INCOME IN CALCULATING 
REGAN'S INCOME FOR PURPOSES OF ASSESSING CHILD SUPPORT 
The court disallowed certain expenses incurred by Regan's 
solely-owned corporation. These sums were then considered as 
Regan's income in calculating child support. Utah Code Annotated 
§78-45-7.5 (1953 as amended) provides that gross income from 
operation of a business may be calculated by subtracting necessary 
expenses from the business' gross receipts. This has been well 
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documented in the case law. See Muir vs. Muirf 841 P.2d 736 (Utah 
App. 1992), Hinckley vs. Hinckley, 815 P.2d 1352 (Utah App. 1991), 
and Jones vs. Jones, 700 P. 2d 1072 (Utah 1985). The question in 
this case is whether or not the court abused its discretion in 
disallowing those business expenses. Ms. Hamilton called no 
witnesses to testify about the necessity of business expenses. 
Therefore, the only testimony came from Mr. Regan and his 
witnesses. 
The court determined that Regan had rental income of 
$3,433.00 per year (R. p. 270). The testimony concerning this item 
was that rents of $650.00 to $700.00 per month were received, but 
that $625.00 per month was paid toward the mortgage (Tr. pp. 67, 
122, 182). This would leave income of only $75.00 per month which 
would be available to pay support. It seems obvious that making a 
mortgage payment is a necessary business expense in order to 
preserve the asset and any income generated from it. In addition, 
property taxes also must be paid. These are $767.00 per year (Tr. 
p. 122), which would leave a loss of $46.00 per year according to 
the bookkeeper, Roger Gridley (Tr. pp. 69-70), if the payment is 
$650.00 per month, and a gain of $133.00 per year if rents are 
$700.00 per month. 
The court disallowed $3,000.00 of legal/professional 
expenses, $2,146.00 fees for "list attached," $2,500.00 travel 
expenses, and $6,000.00 repair expenses (R. p. 271). The only 
direct testimony is apparently that of Mr. Naylor, the accountant, 
who testified that all deductions taken are legal and legitimate 
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(Tr. p. 74), although Mr. Regan also testified concerning the 
travel expenses, indicating some of that went to him for his own 
car expenses and some went to other employees for car expenses (Tr. 
pp. 135-136). Except for questions about receipts for the 
documentation (Tr. pp. 133, 134), the only other analysis appears 
to have been in closing argument: 
MS. BUTLER: $12,694.00 in repairs. And we 
asked for documentation and he failed to 
provide it. He has also claimed $12,229.00 in 
depreciation which again is not cash out of 
his pocket, but it's a tax break for him. He 
claimed $36,359.00 in other deductions and 
that is listed on the detailed statement. Of 
that, there are $7,000.00, roughly, in legal 
fees. There is an undesignated $2,148.00 
which is designated as a list attached, and 
there is no list attached. And supplies of 
$9,208.00, travel of $3,591.00, and none of 
those have been documented in any way, shape 
or form, to be taken off of $125,000.00 of 
total income that we started with on the 
corporate income tax form. 
Tr. p. 168. 
The court's analysis went as follows: 
With regard to Mr. Regan's income, I am going 
to refer primarily to his 1991 Tax Return, 
both personal and corporate. And the court is 
of the opinion and it finds that the 
corporation did have an income of $15,573.00 
in 1991; offset against that was from prior 
year losses. I think the court has to 
consider those. $15,573.00 income in 1991. 
Now, what the court is going to disallow is 
some of the deductions that were charged to 
arrive at that $15,573.00 figure. 
The court thinks that, for example, the 
information is fairly sketchy. Some of those 
conditions could very well have been one-time 
expenses and a lump sum expense that may not 
have been incurred in the future. 
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The Defendant was not forthcoming about some 
of these and substantial evidence regarding 
these expenses. But the court has looked at 
some of these and is going to disallow some of 
these. For example, the legal and 
professional; the court feels that $3,000.00 
of that should be disallowed. 
The expenses entitled, "list attached", and no 
list was attached, I am going to disallow the 
$2,146.00. 
With regard to travel, I suppose maybe some 
travel is required. The court feels that that 
is a significant amount that is not necessary, 
and unexplained by the Defendant. And is 
going to not allow $2,500.00 of that. . . . 
THE COURT: Now, there are some others, the 
repair expense. That has not been explained. 
And that seems very high to the court. That 
may have been a one time repair to something 
that could cost a substantial amount, that may 
not have been incurred in the future. In any 
event, the court feels that it is high and is 
going to disallow half of that, another 
$6,000.00. 
Tr. pp. 194-195. 
The 1991 Tax Return, admitted as Plaintiff's Exhibit 4, 
shows legal and professional expenses of $7,292.00, travel of 
$3,591.00 and equipment repairs of $12,694.00. The "list attached" 
was not attached and the precise nature of those expenses are not 
known. 
The Defendant concedes that travel expenses, and absent 
explanation, the "list attached" expenses are properly disallowed. 
However, legal and professional expenses and repair expenses are 
necessary to preserve the corporation and maintain the $15,573.00 
income needed to pay support. The analysis set forth in Jones vs. 
Jones, supra, 700 P.2d at 1076 is helpful: 
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The full profit produced by the business, 
adjusted by the court to take into account 
legitimate and reasonable needs of the 
business for additional capital, should have 
been used as the basis for assessing the 
husband's ability to provide for his spouse. 
In making this analysis, the trial court 
should not permit all claims of need for 
capital on the part of the business to take 
precedence over the support needs of the wife. 
If these capital needs are a result of 
discretionary decisions of the husband to 
expand and improve the business, rather than 
to maintain it in its present condition, then 
to permit him to divert income into the 
business at the expense of his ex-spouse's 
support needs would be to permit him to enrich 
himself at her expense. 
In this case, the expense is taken for the purpose for 
maintain the business, not expanding it. That maintenance is 
necessary in order to generate the income needed to pay the support 
due. 
Accordingly, the Defendant's income should be $15,573.00, 
plus $2,146.00 for the "list attached" plus $2,500.00 for travel, 
plus $750.00 property management fees, plus $133.00 rental income 
for a total of $21,102.00 or $1,742.00 per month. Child support 




In summary, Twyla Hamilton should have been dismissed 
from this action on the basis of res judicata and the matter 
allowed to proceed only on behalf of Heidi Ann Hamilton, through 
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her guardian ad litem. Back child support can only accrue to March 
1987, because of the four-year statute of limitations set forth in 
Utah Code Annotated §78-45a-3 (1953 as amended). Mr. Regan is 
entitled to full credit for settlement sums Plaintiffs received 
from the State of Utah for child support in 1987. The court abused 
its discretion by imputing income of $1,500.00 per month to 
calculate child support arrears without making necessary findings 
as to how that figure was reached. Lastly, the court erred in 
disallowing business expenses necessary to maintain the business. 
DATED this CP day of A^<: , 1994. 
^S. ^NIOR BAKER, 
Attorney for Defendant 
CERTIFICATE OF MAILING 
I hereby certify that I mailed two true and correct 
copies of the foregoing, postage prepaid, to Stewart Ralphs, Legal 
Aid Society, 225 S. 200 E.(, #230, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111, 
Kathryn Butler, Utah Legal Services, 124 S. 400 E. , Salt Lake City, 
Utah 84111, and Michael G. Barker, Attorney for CSE, 115 E. Social 
Hall Avenue, Salt Lake City, Utah 84111 this day of 
i^W , 1994. 
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STEPHEN R. REGAN 
3031 E. MORNINGSIDE DRIVE 
SALT LAKE CITY, UT 84117 
TELEPHONE: (801) 272-1185 
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JAN 2 7 1994 
IN THE THIRD JUDICIAL DISTRICT COURT 
OF SALT LAKE COUNTY, STATE OF UTAH 
^ f e 
TWYLA K. HAMILTON and 
HEIDI ANN HAMILTON, a minor, 
Plaintiffs, 
vs. 
STEPHEN A. REGAN, 
Defendant. 
FINAL ORDER OF 
DECLARATION OF PATERNITY, 
CHILD CUSTODY, CHILD 
SUPPORT AND VISITATION 
Civil No. 910902978 PA 
Judge Frank G. Noel 
The above-entitled matter came on for trial on the 24th day of 
March, 1993, the Honorable Frank G. Noel, presiding. Plaintiff 
appeared in person and was represented by counsel, Stewart P. 
Ralphs, Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake. Katherine S. Butler 
appeared as guardian ad litem on behalf of the minor child. 
Defendant appeared in person and represented himself. The Court 
having heard testimony and received evidence, having reviewed the 
file in this matter, and being otherwise fully advised in the 
premises, the Defendant's objections having been considered and 
partially sustained, now makes the following findings and orders. 
FINDINGS 
1. That Plaintiff Twyla K. Hamilton is the mother of HEIDI 
ANN HAMILTON born to her on May 1, 1982. 
00269 
2. That Defendant Stephen A. Regan is the natural father of 
said minor child, 
3. That the Plaintiff and the Defendant have never been 
married. 
4. That the Plaintiff is awarded the permanent care, custody 
and control of the minor child subject to the reasonable visitation 
rights of the Defendant. 
5. That Defendant is self employed in the convenience store 
business. Therefore, Defendant's gross income shall be computed 
pursuant to Utah Code Annotated Section 78-45-7.5 which states that 
"Gross income from self-employment or operation of a business shall 
be calculated by subtracting necessary expenses required for self 
employment or business operation from gross receipts." 
Accordingly, the Court is not bound solely by the figures used in 
Defendant's individual and corporate tax returns and the deductions 
claimed thereon. 
6. That the Court finds the following to be countable income 
for the purposes of determining Defendant's gross income in 
calculating his on-going child support obligation beginning 
November 1991: 
a. $15,573.00 income from Stephen A. Regan Inc. 
b. $3,433.00 rental income 
c. $750.00 property management income 
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Further, the Defendant claimed various deductions on his 
corporate tax returns. However, pursuant to Utah Code Ann. Section 
78-45-7.5, the Court does not find the following deductions to be 
necessary expenses required for self-employment or business 
operation, therefore, said amounts are included in Defendant's 
gross income: 
d. $3,000.00 legal/professional 
e. $2,146.00 list attached 
f. $2,500.00 travel 
g. $6,000.00 repairs 
Totals $33,402.00 (gross yearly income) 
That based on the above figures, Defendant's gross monthly 
income is $2,785.00. 
7. That the amount of $12,229.00 claimed as depreciation on 
the businesses is reasonable, and thus an allowable deduction 
necessary for business operation. Also, the Court finds that the 
$1,300.00 per month designated as "draws" is not countable income, 
but a repayment of a loan to the business. 
8. That Plaintiff is employed at United Parcel Services, 
earns $8.22 per hour, works an average of 23 hours per week and 
therefore has gross monthly income of $819.00. Further, said gross 
monthly income shall be used in calculating Defendant's child 
support obligation from November, 1991. 
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9. That for the purposes of determining Defendant's child 
support obligation for the period of November 1986 through November 
1991, the Court finds Plaintiff's gross monthly income to be 
$750.00/ and Defendant's gross monthly income to be $1,500.00. 
10. That it is reasonable and proper that the Defendant 
should be ordered to pay as and for on-going child support a sum of 
not less than $296.00 per month, pursuant to the Uniform Child 
Support Guidelines to commence November, 1991. If the Defendant 
becomes delinquent in his child support obligation, in an amount at 
least equal to child support payable for one month, then the 
Plaintiff should be entitled to mandatory income withholding relief 
pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §62A-11-401, et seq. (1953) as amended. 
This income withholding procedure shall apply to existing and 
future payors. 
11. It is reasonable and proper that pursuant to Utah Code 
Ann. Section 78-45(a)-3, the Plaintiff be awarded judgment against 
Defendant for back child support for the period from November 1986 
until October 1991, including legal interest from November 1990, in 
the amount of $11,826.77. 
12. It is reasonable and proper that the Plaintiff be awarded 
judgment against Defendant for back child support for the period 
from November 1991 through March 1993, including legal interest 
thereon in the amount of $5,455.41. 
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13. It is reasonable and proper that the Defendant be 
required to secure a policy of dental, health and accident 
insurance, with the minor child of the parties as named beneficiary 
thereunder as available at reasonable cost. 
That in the event Defendant cannot secure said insurance, he 
shall be ordered to pay one-half the cost of premiums paid for said 
insurance by Plaintiff. However, the Defendant should be entitled 
to receive a credit against the base child support amount for any 
payments he actually makes toward said monthly medical insurance 
premiums• 
The Plaintiff shall pay routine uninsured medical and dental 
expenses, including office visits, physical examinations, and 
immunizations. 
The Plaintiff shall pay one-half and Defendant shall pay one-
half of all other reasonable, necessary, and extraordinary 
uninsured medical and dental expenses. Further, Plaintiff shall 
provide to Defendant verification of said uninsured expenses and 
Defendant shall pay said expenses or reimburse Defendant 
accordingly. 
14. That it has been necessary for the Plaintiff to secure 
the services of an attorney to represent her in this matter, and 
that the Defendant should be ordered to pay Plaintiff's attorney's 
fees to Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake in a sum of $1,500.00. 
Further, that it has been necessary to appoint Katherine S. 
Butler, Legal Services of Utah as guardian ad litem, and that the 
Defendant should be ordered to pay the guardian ad litem's 
C0273 
attorney's fees to Legal Services of Utah in a sum of $750.00. 
15. That all judgments set forth herein shall be non-
executable for a period of 90 days from the date of trial. 
ORDER 
The Court, having found and entered its Findings of Fact and 
being otherwise fully advised, and for good cause showing: 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 
1. That Plaintiff Twyla K. Hamilton is the mother of 
HEIDI ANN HAMILTON born to her on May lr 1982. 
2. That Defendant Stephen A. Regan is the natural father of 
said minor child. 
3. That the Plaintiff is awarded the permanent care, custody 
and control of the minor child subject to the reasonable visitation 
rights of the Defendant. 
4. That the Defendant is ordered to pay as and for on-going 
child support a sum of not less than $296.00 per month, pursuant to 
the Uniform Child Support Guidelines to commence November 1991. If 
the Defendant becomes delinquent in his child support obligation, 
in an amount at least equal to child support payable for one month, 
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then the Plaintiff should be entitled to mandatory income 
withholding relief pursuant to Utah Code Ann. §62A-11-401, et seq. 
(1953) as amended. This income withholding procedure shall apply 
to existing and future payors. 
5. That pursuant to Utah Code Ann. Section 78-45(a)-3, the 
Plaintiff is awarded judgment against Defendant for back child 
support for the period from November 1986 until September 1991, 
including legal interest from November 1990 to September 1991, in 
the amount of $11,826.77. 
6. That the Plaintiff is awarded judgment against Defendant 
for back child support for the period from November 1991 through 
March 1993, including legal interest thereon in the amount of 
$5,455.41. 
7. That the Defendant is required to secure a policy of 
dental, health and accident insurance, with the minor child of the 
parties as named beneficiary thereunder as available at reasonable 
cost. 
That in the event Defendant cannot secure said insurance, he 
shall pay one-half the cost of premiums paid for said insurance by 
Plaintiff. However, the Defendant should be entitled to receive a 
credit against the base child support amount for any payments he 
actually makes toward said monthly medical insurance premiums. 
The Plaintiff shall pay routine uninsured medical and dental 
expenses, including office visits, physical examinations, and 
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immunizations. 
The Plaintiff shall pay one-half and Defendant shall pay one-
half of all other reasonable, necessary, and extraordinary 
uninsured medical and dental expenses. Further, Plaintiff shall 
provide to Defendant verification of said uninsured expenses and 
Defendant shall pay said expenses or reimburse Defendant 
accordingly. 
8. That the Defendcint is ordered to pay Plaintiff's 
attorney's fees to Legal Aid Society of Salt Lake in a sum of 
$1,500.00. Also, the Defendant is ordered to pay the guardian ad 
litem's attorney's fees to Legal Services of Utah in a sum of 
$750.00. 
9. The prior order of July 21, is set aside being superceded 
by this order. 
10. That all judgments set forth herein shall not be entered 
for a period of 90 days from the date of 
DATED this-P / day of W / M 
FRANK G. NOEL 
DISTRICT COURT JUDGE 
CERTIFICATE OF HAILING 
I hereby certify that I mailed a true and correct copy of 
the foregoing, postage prepaid, to Mr. Stewart Ralphs, 225 S. 200 
E. #230, Salt Lake City, UT 84111 and to Ms. Katherine Butler, 124 
S. 400 E. #400, Salt Lake City, UT 84111, this /* day of 




State v . V . G . P . , No. 910383-CA (Utah App. 1992) 
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IN THE UTAH COURT OF APPEALS 
PLAINTIFF AND APPELLANT DEFENDANT AND APPELLEE 
State of Utah, Office of Recovery v. V.G.P. 
Services 
FILED: 12/31/1992 
DOCKET NO.: 910383-CA 
CLERK: Mary T. Noonan 
JUSTICES: 
CONCURRING DISSENTING ABSTAINING 
Russon, L.H.# J. NONE NONE 
Orme, G. K., J. 
IN RESULT 
OPINION AUTHORED BY: GARFF, Regnal W., J. 
The State of Utah, Office of Recovery Services (ORS), appeals the trial 
court's denial of its petition to modify. We reverse and remand. 
The parties do not dispute the facts. On April 16, 1984, the mother 
?ave birth to the child. Since the child's birth, the mother has received 
public assistance for the child. On May 14, 1984, defendant signed an 
affidavit acknowledging paternity and duty of support. [1] In the affidavit, 
defendant acknowledged that he fathered the child and agreed to pay eighty-
five dollars a month child support. The court, pursuant to defendant's 
affidavit, [2] entered a judgment decreeing defendant to be the child's 
father and ordering him to pay child support of eighty-five dollars per month. 
Six years later, on August 7, 1990, ORS petitioned to increase the child 
support order pursuant to the current uniform child support guidelines. The 
petition alleged that a substantial change of material circumstances had 
occurred since entry of the original order, namely, defendant's income had 
Increased. Defendant responded to the petition by denying paternity. 
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At trial, over ORS's objections, the court admitted evidence on the 
issue of paternity. This evidence included the mother's testimony that she 
had not had intercourse with defendant during the time the child could have 
been conceived. She further testified that, while she knew defendant had not 
fathered her child, she accepted his offer to provide eighty-five dollars per 
month in support because the money would benefit her child and because the 
child's biological father wanted nothing to do with her or the child. [3] 
After trial, the court concluded that defendant was not the child's 
"actual" father. Finding the circumstances of the case unique, the court 
concluded that the rule for changes in child support did not apply. The 
court further concluded that defendant should continue to pay the amount set 
forth in the original paternity decree and order. 
On appeal, ORS claims the trial court erred in disregarding the 1984 
order establishing defendant as the child's father. ORS argues that the 
doctrine of res judicata precludes the trial court from considering evidence 
supporting defendant's claim of nonpaternity. Defendant, on the other hand, 
contends that this court should affirm the trial court's conclusion of 
nonpaternity based on the equities of the case. 
The trial court's conclusion that res judicata does not apply presents a 
question of law. We review such questions for correctness, according no 
particular deference to the trial court. Grayson Roper Ltd. Partnership v. 
Finlinson, 782 P.2d 467, 470 (Utah 1989); Mountain Fuel Supply Co. v. Salt 
Lake City Corp., 752 P.2d 884, 887 (Utah 1988). 
The doctrine of res judicata has two related branches: claim preclusion 
and issue preclusion. Each branch promotes the important judicial policy of 
preventing parties from relitigating a claim or issue. Claim preclusion, 
tfhich applies to the instant case, bars relitigation of a claim between the 
same parties that was once litigated on the merits and that resulted in a 
final judgment. Penrod v. Nu Creation Creme, Inc., 669 P.2d 873, 875 (Utah 
L983); Copper State Thrift and Loan v. Bruno, 735 P.2d 387, 389 (Utah App. 
L987). Not only does claim preclusion prevent relitigation of a claim, it 
also prevents the litigation of claims that could and should have been 
Litigated in the prior action, but were not. Penrod, 669 P.2d at 875; Copper 
State, 735 P.2d at 389. 
"The doctrine of res judicata serves vital public interests beyond any 
individual judge's ad hoc determination of the equities in a particular 
sase." Federated Dep't Stores, Inc. v. Moitie, 452 U.S. 394, 401, 101 S. Ct. 
2424, 2429 (1981). These vital public interests include (1) fostering 
reliance on prior adjudications; (2) preventing inconsistent decisions; (3) 
relieving parties of the cost and vexation of multiple lawsuits; and (4) 
conserving judicial resources. Allen v. McCurry, 449 U.S. 90, 94, 101 S. Ct. 
411, 415 (1980). The "doctrine of res judicata is not a mere matter of 
practice or procedure inherited from a more technical time than ours. It is 
a rule of fundamental and substantial justice, *of public policy and of 
Drivate peace,' which should be cordially regarded and enforced by the courts 
'. . . ." Hart Steel Co. v. Railroad Supply Co., 244 U.S. 294, 299, 37 S. Ct. 
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506, 508 (1917); accord Federated Dep't Stores, 452 U.S. at 401, 101 S. Ct. 
at ^429. 
In the instant case, claim preclusion bars defendant from claiming 
nonpaternity because the court had previously entered a decree of paternity. 
In the original proceeding, which involved the same parties, the court, 
pursuant to defendant's acknowledgment, entered an order decreeing defendant 
as the child's father. Thus, defendant's nonpaternity claim was litigated in 
that proceeding. The resulting judgment was final upon entry. [4] For 
purposes of res judicata, the judgment remains final because it was not 
reversed or modified on appeal or set aside by the rendering court. See 
Copper State, 735 P.2d at 390 (citing Levy v. Cohen, 561 P.2d 252, 256 (Cal.j 
(per curiam), cert, denied, 434 U.S. 833, 98 S. Ct. 119 (1977)). 
The fact that the court based its original decree of paternity on a 
stipulation does not change our holding because claim preclusion applies to 
consent judgments. See Nash County Bd. of Educ. v. Biltmore Co., 640 F.2d 
484, 486-87 (4th Cir.), cert, denied, 454 U.S. 878, 102 S. Ct. 359, reh'g 
denied, 454 U.S. 1117, 102 S. Ct. 692 (1982); Boatsman v. Boatsman, 697 P.2d 
516, 519 (Okl. 1984). See generally 18 Charles A. Wright et al., Federal 
Practice and Procedure, § 4443 (1981). 
The policies advanced by the doctrine of res judicata have particular 
importance in this case because the child's right not to be bastardized far 
Dutweighs defendant's interest in asserting nonpaternity more than six years 
after having acknowledged paternity. [5] See A v. W, Y, and Z, 641 P.2d 
1222, 1227 (Wyo.), cert, denied, 459 U.S. 1021, 103 S. Ct. 388 (1982). 
Because of the potentially damaging effects that relitigation of a paternity 
determination might have on a child, we rigorously observe the doctrine of 
res judicata. See, e.g., In re Paternity of JRW, 814 P.2d 1256, 1263-65 (Wyo. 
1991); see also 27 C.J.S. Divorce § 702 at 331 (1986) ("A determination of 
paternity in a child support order, particularly where the issue has been 
contested or could have been contested, generally, precludes subsequent 
ienials of paternity."). 
We conclude that res judicata precludes defendant from asserting 
lonpaternity as a defense to the petition for modification. The trial court 
therefore erred in admitting any evidence going to defendant's claim of 
lonpaternity. It also erred in denying the petition. Accordingly, we 
reverse and remand for a determination as to whether, consistent with this 
court's opinion, the child support order should be modified as originally 
requested by ORS. 
FOOTNOTES: 
FOOTNOTES: 
.. In his affidavit, defendant submitted himself to the jurisdiction of the 
:ourt, acknowledged paternity, and consented to the entering of judgment 
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pursuant to the terms of his affidavit. 
2. Defendant testified at trial that he knew at the time he signed the 
affidavit acknowledging paternity that he was not the child's father. 
3. Other than the self-serving testimony by defendant and the mother, who 
receives public assistance and who would not immediately benefit from an 
upward modification in child support, nothing in the record supports a 
conclusion that defendant is not the child's father. 
4. See Utah R. Civ. P. 54(a) and 58A(c). 
5. "If there ever is a situation where the rules of law, the interests of 
justice, and sound considerations of policy combine to require the 
application of the rules of res judicata, it should be especially so as to 
the adjudication on the parenthood of a child." Roche v. Roche, 596 P.2d 647, 
649 (1979) (Crockett, J., concurring). 




Department of the Treasury 
Internal Revenue Service 
U.S. Corporation Income Tax Return 
07-01 ,1091, ending 0 6 - 3 0 ,t992 For calendar year 1991 or tax year beginning^ 
• Instructions are separate. See page 1 for Paperwork Reduction Act Notice. 
OMB No 15*5-0 «23 
1S91 
A Check rf a — 
(1) Consolidated return 
(attach Form 851) 
(2) Personal holding co. 
(attach Sch PH) 
(3) Personal service corp 
(as defined In Temp 












Stephen Alvin Regan Inc 
3031 East Morningside Drive 
Salt Lake Cit-y, UT 9w/^W 
E Check applicable boxes (1) [ | Initial return (2) | ) (3) | J Change In address 
B Employer Identification number 
87-0344364 
C Oate Incorporated 
11-1 -78 
D Total assets (See Specific Instructions } 
$ 268,0121 
631,857 b Less returns & allow 1a Gross receipts/sales] 
2 Cost of goods sold (Schedule A, line 7) 
3 Gross profit Subtract line 2 from line 1c 
4 Dividends (Schedule C, line 19) 
5 Interest 
6 Gross rents 
7 Gross royalties 
8 Capital gain net income (attach Schedule D (Form 1120)) 
9 Net gain or (loss) from Form 4797, Part II, line 18 (attach Form 4797) 
10 Other income (see instructions—attach schedule) 
11 Total income. Add lines 3 through 10 







12 Compensation of officers (Schedule E, l«ne A) 
13a Salaries and wages | 3 7 , 8 1 1 |b Less jobs credit 
14 Repairs 
15 Bad debts 
16 
12 



















Contributions (see instructions for 10% limitation) 
Depreciation (attach Form 4562) 
Less depreciation claimed on Schedule A and elsewhere on return 
Depletion 
Advertising „ 
Pension, profit-sharing, etc., plans 
Employee benefit programs 
Other deductions (attach schedule) 















Taxable income before net operating loss deducton & special deductions. Subtract line 27 from line 1 1 . 28 
Less: a Net operating loss deduction (see instructions) 





3 7 , 8 1 1 
12 ,694 #6 
3001 























30 Taxable income. Subtract line 29c from line 28. 
31 Total tax (Schedule J, line 10). 
30 
31 
32 D ^ ^ , , _ 1990 overpayment Payments: a credited to 1991 • • 32a 
32b 
32c K 
i ".'Xil, n 






b 1991 estimated tax payments 
C Less 1991 refund applied for on Form 4466 
e Tax deposited with Form 7004 
f Credit from regulated investment companies (attach Form 2439) . . . 
g Credit for Federal tax on fuels (attach Form 4136). See instructions . . . , . . 
33 Estimated tax penalty (see page 4 of instructions). Check if Form 2220 is attached • Q 
34 Tax due. If the total of lines 31 and 33 is larger than line 32h, enter amount owed 
35 Overpayment If line 32h is larger than the total of lines 31 and 33, enter amount overpaid 
36 Enter amount of line 35 you want Credited to 1992 estimated tax • 
3>g 
iiftllil]liii*ilsliililiii<iiliiiiif,f*iiiifi*^*f«ii*f«ffsiiiii 













Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return, Including accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my knowledge 
and belief, It is true, correct, and complete. Declaration of preparer (other than taxpayer) Is based on all information of which preparer has any knowledge 







Check If p i 
self-employed | | 
Firm's name (or 
yours If self-employed) 
k Steve Naylor CPA 
h 2250 SO MAIN STE 220 
Preparer's social security number 
529 58 4671 
EL NO. •87 -0378813 
Farm 1120 (1991) Stephen Alvin Regan Inc 
S c h e d u l e A Cost Of G o o d s Sold (See instructions for line 2, page 1.) 
87-0344364 CN06367 Page 2 
1 Inventory at beginning of year 
2 Purchases 
3 Cost of labor 
4a Additional section 263A costs (see instructions—attach schedule) 
b Other costs (attach schedule) .0 
5 Total. Add lines 1 through 4b 
6 Inventory at end of year 
7 Cost of goods sold. Subtract fine 6 from line 5. Enter here and on line 2, page 1 
8a Check all methods used for valuing closing inventory: 
(i) M Cost (ii) (J Lower of cost or market as descnbed in Regulations section 1.471 -4 (see instructions) 
M Writedown of "subnormal" goods as descnbed in Regulations section 1.471-2(c) (see instructions) 









2 1 , 6 6 6 




5 4 2 , 4 3 0 
3 6 , 1 8 3 
1 5 0 6 , 2 4 7 
(Hi) 
(iv) 
Check if the LIFO inventory method was adopted this tax year for any goods (if checked, attach Form 970) 
If the LIFO inventory method was used for this tax year, enter percentage (or amounts) of closing 
inventory computed under LIFO 
Do the rules of section 263A (for property produced or acquired for resale) apply to the corporation? 





f i ves [xJNo 
Schedule C Dividends and Special Deductions (See instructions.) (a) Oividends received *>> % (c) Special deductions « x (b) 
1 Dividends from less-than-20%-owned domestic corporations that are subject to the 
70% deduction (other than debt-financed stock) 
2 Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned domestic corporations that are subject to the 
80% deduction (other than debt-financed stock) 
3 Dividends on debt-financed stock of domestic and foreign corporations (section 246A) 
4 Dividends on certain preferred stock of less-than-20%-owned public utilities 
5 Dividends on certain preferred stock of 20%-or-more-owned public utilities 
6 Dividends from less-than-20%-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs that are 
subject to the 70% deduction 
7 Dividends from 20%-or-more-owned foreign corporations and certain FSCs that are 
subject to the 80% deduction 
8 Dividends from wholly owned foreign subsidiaries subject to 100% deduction (sea 245(b)) 
9 Total. Add lines 1 through 8. See instructions for limitation 
10 Dividends from domestic corporations received by a small business investment 
company operating under the Small Business Investment Act of 1958 
11 Dividends from certain FSCs that are subject to the 100% deduction (section 245(c)(1)) 
12 Dividends from affiliated group members subject to the 100% deduction (section 243(a)(3)) . . . 
13 Other dividends from foreign corporations not included in lines 3, 6, 7, 8, or 11 
14 Income from controlled foreign corporations under subpart F (attach Forms 5471) 
15 Foreign dividend gross-up (section 78) 
16 IC-DISC and former DISC dividends not included on lines 1, 2, or 3 (section 246(d)) 
17 Other dividends 
18 Deduction for dividends paid on certain preferred stock of public utilities (see instructions) 
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20 Total deductions. Add lines 9,10,11,12, and 1& Enter here and on line 29b, page 1 
Schedule E Compensation of Officers (See instructions for line 12, page 1.) 
Complete Schedule E only if total receipts (line 1a plus lines 4 through 10 of page 1, Form 1120) are $500,000 or more. 
(a) Name of of fleer 
1 
44 Social security number 
(c) Percent of 





















4 Compensation of officers deducted on line 12, 







( 0 ) 
0 
Form 1120 (19S1) Stephen Alvin Regan Inc 87-0344364 CN06367 Page 3 
Schedule J Tax Computation 
1 Check if you are a member of a controlled group (see sections 1561 and 1563) • j j 
2 If the box on line 1 is checked: 
a Enter your share of the $50,000 and $25,000 taxable income bracket amounts (in that order) 
(o II L J (") I? I I 
b Enter your share of the additional 5% tax (not to exceed $11,750) • |$ I I 
3 Income tax (see Instructions to figure the tax). Check this box if the corporation is a qualified pe.sonal service 
corporation (see instructions on page 13) • [ J 
4a Foreign tax credit (attach Form 1118) 
b Possessions tax credit (attach Form 5735) 
c Orphan drug credit (attach Form 6765) 
d Credit for fuel produced from a nonconventonal source (see instructions) 
e General business credit Enter here and check which forms are attached 
B Form 3800 Form 6765 Form 3468 Form 8586 0 Form 5884 Form 8830 Form 6478 Form 8826. 









5 TotaJ. Add lines 4a through 4f. 
6 Subtract line 5 from line 3 
7 Personal holding company tax (attach Schedule PH (Form 1120)) 
8 Recapture taxes. Check if from: Q Form 4255 Q F o r m 8 6 1 1 
9a Alternative minimum tax (attach Form 4626). See Instructions . . . 
b Environmental tax (attach Form 4626) 





















Refer to the list in the instructions and state the pnncipal: 
Business activity code no. • 5 5 4 1 
Business activity • R e t a i l 
Product or service • G A S & G R O C E R Y 
Did the corporation at the end of the tax year own, 
directly or indirectly, 50% or more of the voting stock 
of a domestic corporation? (For rules of attnbution, see 
section 267(c).) 
If "Yes," attach a schedule showing: (a) name, address, 
and identifying number, (b) percentage owned; and 
(c) taxable income or (loss) before NOL and special 
deductions of such corporation for the tax year ending 
with or within your tax year. 
Did any individual, partnership, corporation, estate, or 
trust at the end of the tax year own, directly or indirectly, 
50% or more of the corporation's voting stock? (For 
rules of attnbution, see sea 267(c).) If "Yes," 
complete a and b 
Attach a schedule showing name, address, and 
identifying number. 
Enter percentage owned • 100 
Did one foreign person (see instructions for definition) 
at any time during the tax year own at least 25% of: 
The total voting power of all classes of stock of the 
corporation entitled to vote, or 
The total value of all classes of stock of the corporation? , 
If "Yes," the corporation may have to file Form 5472. 
If "Yes,- enter owner's countryfies) • 
Enter number of Forms 5472 attached • 
hres 
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Was the corporation a U.S. shareholder of any controlled 
foreign corporation? (See sections 951 and 957.) 
If "Yes," attach Form 5471 for each such corporation. 
Enter number of Forms 5471 attached • 0 
At any time dunng the tax year, did the corporation have 
an interest in or a signature or other authority over a 
financial account in a foreign country (such as a bank 
account secunties account, or other financial account)?.. 
(See page 15 of the instructions for more information, 
including filing requirements for Form TD F 90-22.1.) 
If "Yes" enter name of foreign country • 
fres No 
A.1 
Was the corporation the grantor of, or transferor to, a 
foreign trust that existed dunng the current tax year, 
whether or not the corporation has any beneficial interest 
in it? 
If "Yes," the corporation may have to file Forms 3520, 
3520-A, or 926. 
Dunng this tax year, did the corporation pay dividends 
(other than stock dividends and distnbutions in exchange 
for stock) in excess of the corporation's current and 
accumulated earnings and profits? (See sections 301 
and 316.) 
If "Yes," file Form 5452. If this is a consolidated return, 
answer here for parent corporation and on Form 851, 
Affiliations Schedule, for each subsidiary. 
Check this box if the corporation issued publicly offered
 n 
debt instruments with onginal issue discount • \j 
If so, the corporation may have to file Form 8281. 
Enter the amount of tax-exempt interest received or 
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If there were 35 or fewer shareholders at the end of the 
tax vfiflr fintfirihAniimhor • "I 
Form 1120 (1991) S t e p h e n A l v i n Reqan I 
Schedule L Balance Sheets 
A886tS 
1 Cash 
2a Trade notes and accounts receivable 
5 Tax-exempt securities (see instructions) 
6 Other current assets (attach schedule) 
7 Loans to stockholders 
9 Other investments (attach schedule) 
10a Buildings and other depreciable assets 
12 Land (net of any amortization) 
b Less accumulated amortization 
15 Total assets 
Liabilities and Stockholders' Equity 
16 Accounts payable 
17 Mortgages, notes, bonds payable m under 1 yr 
18 Other current liabilities (attach schedule) 
19 Loans from stockholders 
20 Mortgages, notes, bonds payable in over 1 yr. 
24 Retained earnings—Appropriated (attach sen.) 
27 Total liabilities and stockholders' equity 
nc 87-0344364 
Beginning of tax year 
(a) 
f | «i i« I '«I «.'l i , . i i. i . ' , | 
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CN06367 Page 4 
End of tax year 
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281^012 
Schedule M-1 Reconciliation of Income per Books With Income per Return (This schedule does not have to be 
completed if the total assets on line 15, column (d), of Schedule L are less than $25,000.) 
3 Excess of capital losses over capital gains . . . 
4 Income subject to tax not recorded on books 
this year (itemize): 
5 Expenses recorded on books this year not 
deducted on this return (itemize): 
b Contrib. carryover . . . $ 2 5 




7 Income recorded on books this year not 
included on this return (itemize): 
a Tax-exempt int.. $ 
8 Deductions on this return not charged 
against book income this year (itemize): 
a Depreciation $ 
b Contrib. carryover $ 
10 Income (line 28, pg. 1)—line 6 less line 9 15,573 
Schedule M-2 Analysis of Unappropriated Retained Earnings per Books (line 25, Schedule L) (This schedule 
does not have to be completed if the total asstets on line 15, column (d), of Schedule L are less than $25,000.) 
1 Balance at beginning of year. 
2 Net income per books 
3 Other increases (itemize): 
- 7 0 , 1 2 2 
15 ,548 
5 Distributions: a Cash 
b Stock . . . 
c Property . 
6 Other decreases (itemize): 
7 Add lines 5 and 6 . 
-C.A CIA 
Form 40D<1 #1 
Department of the Treasury 
Internal Revenue Service 
Depreciation and Amortization 
(Including Information on Listed Property) 
• See separate instructions. • Attach this form to your return. 
Name(s) shown on return 
Stephen A l v i n Reqan Inc 
OMBNo. 1545-0172 
1991 
Attachment 0 - 7 
Sequence No. D / 
Identifying number 
87-0344364 
Business or activity to which this form relates 
FORM 1120 (FOR FORM 1120) 
Part I Election to Expense Certain Tangible Property (Section 179) (Note: if you have any "Listed Property/ 
complete Part V.) 
1 Maximum dollar limitation (see instructions) 
2 Total cost of section 179 property placed in service during the tax year (see instructions). 
3 Threshold cost of section 179 property before reduction in limitation , 
4 Reduction in limitation—Subtract line 3 from line 2, but do not enter less than - 0 -
5 Dollar limitation for tax year—Subtract line 4 from line 1. but do not enter less than - 0 - . . 
$10, 000 
$200, 000 
(a) Description of property ?>) Cost (c) Elected Cost i j i l j j l i j j ^ ^ 
6 
7 Listed property—Enter amount from line 26 I 7 
8 Total elected cost of section 179 property—Add amounts in column (c), lines 6 and 7 
9 Tentative deduction—Enter the lesser of line 5 or line 8 
10 Carryover of disallowed deduction from 1990 (see instructions) 
0! 
11 Taxable income limitation—Enter the lesser of taxable income or line 5 (see instructions) . . . 
12 Section 179 expense deduction—Add lines 9 and 10, but do not enter more than line 11 — 
13 Carryover of disallowed deduction to 1992—Add lines 9 and 10, less line 12 • | 13 






•V.. ! , . 
Note: Do not use Part II or Part III below for automobiles, certain other vehicles, cellular telephones, computers, or property used for 
intertainment, recreation, or amusement (listed property). Instead, use Part V for listed property. 
Fart II MACRS Depreciation For Assets Placed in Service ONLY During Your 1991 Tax Year (Do Not Include 
Listed Property) 
(a) Classification of property 
(p) Mo. and yr. 
placed 
In service 
(c) Basis for depreciation 
(Business/investment use 
only — see instructions) 
(d) Recovery' 
period I (e) Convention (I) Method fcj) Depreciation deduct ion 
14 General Depreciation System (GDS) (see instructions): 
a 3-year property 
b 5-year property 
c 7-year property 
d 10-year property 
e 15-year property 
f 20-year property 
g Residential rental property 
h Nonresidential real property 
' '! ! Hi?. ! ! ,V.,,.«. *! 

















15 Alternative Depreciation System (ADS) (see instructions): 
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^art III Other Depreciation (Do Not Include Listed Property) 
1* GDS and ADS deductions for assets placed in service in tax years beginning before 1991 (see 
instructions) 
\7 Property subject to section 168(f)(1) election (see instructions) 
I8 ACRS and other depreciation (see instructions) 
16 
17 
18 11 ,602 
3art IV Summary 
id Listed property—Enter amount from line 25 
>0 Total—Add deductions on line 12, lines 14 and 15 in column (g)t and lines 16 through 19. Enter here 
and on the appropriate lines of your return. (Partnerships and S corporations—see instructions.) 
1 For assets shown above and placed in service during the current year, enter 
the portion of the basis attributable to section 263A costs (see instructions) | 21 
19 
20 12 ,229 
Form 45fJ2 (1991) o? Paperwork Reduction Act Notice, see page 1 of tt>e separate Instructions. 
I7V4 Copyright Forms (Software Only) - 1991 Laser Systems, Kaysvllle, UT 84037 S0091S 
Stephen Alvin Regan Inc STATEMENT 1991 SYSTEM 1120 
87-0344364 DETAILS FORM 1120 
STATEMENT # 1 - LIST ATTACHED 
Miscellaneous 1, 348 
Trash Removal 798 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 1 - TO OTHER DEDUCTION STATEMENT 2,146 
STATEMENT # 2 - BEGINNING OTHER ASSETS 
Deposits 1, 000 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 2 - TO SCHEDULE L ( BALANCE SHEET ), LINE 14.. 1,000 
STATEMENT # 3 - BEG OTHER CURRENT LIABILITIES 
Taxes 4 , 325 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 3 - TO SCHEDULE L ( BALANCE SHEET ), LINE 18.. 4,325 
STATEMENT # 4 - ENDING OTHER ASSETS 
Deposits 1,000 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 4 - TO SCHEDULE L ( BALANCE SHEET ), LINE 14.. 1,000 
STATEMENT # 5 - OTHER DEDUCTIONS 
BANK CHARGES 685 
LEGAL & PROFESSIONAL 7 , 292 




UTILITIES 12 , 145 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 5 - TO FORM 1120, LINE 26 36,358 
STATEMENT # 6 - REPAIR EXPENSES 
EQUIPMENT 12 , 694 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 6 - TO FORM 1120, LINE 14 12,694 
STATEMENT # 7 - TAXES EXPENSES 
PAYROLL TAX 4,314 
OTHER TAXES 4,772 
STATE INCOME TAX 100 
TOTAL STATEMENT # 7 - TO FORM 1120, LINE 17 9,186 
87-0344364 V l n ^ ^ I n ° OWNERSHIP STATEMENT 1 9 9 1 S Y | £ ™ 1120 
OVER 50% OWNED BY OUTSIDE ENTITY OR INDIVIDUAL 
NAME: Stephen A Regan 
ADDRESS: 3031 S Morningside Dr 
CITY, ST, ZIP: SLC Ut 84124 
EIN: 528687936 
-1774 
UTAH CORPORATION FRANCHISE OR 
INCOME TAX RETURN 
for the year ending Dec. 31. 1991. or other taxable year beginning 




corporation Name ana Address 
Stephen A l v i n Reqan I n c 
3031 E a s t M o r n i n q s i d e D r i v e 
S a l t Lake C i t y , UT 
1 Telephone Number 
•1 
Federal Identification Number 
87-0344364 
Utah Charter Number 
078999 
NOTE: ATTACH ONLY THE FIRST FOUR PAGES OF YOUR FEDERAL RETURN. 
If filing a combined or consolidated return, complete Schedule M. 
Check all boxes that apply: 
Yes 
1. Did this corporation join in a federal consolidated return? 1. j | 
2. Is this a Utah consolidated return? 2. | | 
3. Is this a Utah combined report? 
a • 
a. If combined, is this a "water's edge** combined report? . 3a. j | 
b. If combined, is this a "world wide" combined report? 3b. | | 
4. What is the ultimate U.S. parent's name? 
5. What is the ultimate U.S. parent's federal 
identification number? 
6. Tax due (from line 25, Schedule A) 6. 
7. Penalty and interest from Schedule W and/or other 
penalties and interest 7. 










Under penalties of perjury, I declare that I have examined this return and accompanying schedules and statements, and to the best of my 
knowledge and belief, they are true, correct and complete. 
Date Signature of Officer 
SSN 529 58 4 6 7 1 
Title 
EIN 8 7 - 0 3 7 8 8 1 3 
( 8 0 1 ) 4 8 6 - 5 3 4 1 
Date Individual or Firm - Signature of Preparer Telephone 
Steve Nay lo r CPA 2250 SO MAIN STE 220 S a l t Lake C i t y Utah 8411 
Return to be filed with the UTAH STATE TAX COMMISSION, Heber M. Wells Building, 160 East Third South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84134-0300, 
Supplemental Information To Be Supplied By All Corporations 
1. Did the corporation at any time during its income year own more than 50 percent of the voting stock of another 
corporation or corporations? 
Q Yes [XJ No 
If ves, provide the following for each corporation so owned: (attach additional pages if necessary) 
(»/ Name of corporation 
(2) Address . _ 
(3) Percentage of stock owned 
(4) Date stock acquired 
Attach schedule if more than one subsidiary 
2. Is 50 percent or more of the voting stock of this corporation owned by another corporation? 
Q Yes § No 
If yes, provide the following information about the corporation: 
(1) Name of corporation
 t _ 
(2) Address 
(3) Percentage of stock held 
3. Where are the corporate books and records maintained? 
3031 E Morninqside Dr 
SLC Ut 84124 
4. What is the last year for which a federal examination has been completed? 
Under separate cover, send a summary and supporting schedules for the federal adjustments and the federal 
tax liability for each year for which federal audit adjustments have not been reported to the Tax 
Commission and indicate date of final determination. Forward information to Utah State Tax Commission, 
Auditing Division, 160 East Third South, Salt Lake City, Utah 84134. 
5. For what years are federal examinations now in progress, or final determination of past examinations still pending? 
6. For what years have extensions for proposing additional assessments of federal tax been agreed to with 
the Internal Revenue Service? 
Attach schedules giving complete details. 
MOTE: An automatic extension of the statute of limitations relating to assessments of tax is provided by Utah Code Ann. 59-7-138 for failure 
o report fully the information required. 
H774 SCHEDULE A TC-20A Rev 10/91 
Corporation Name 
Stephen A l v i n Regan I n c 
Taxable Year Ending 
06-30-92 


















Federal taxable income before special and net operating loss deductions 
Additions to federal taxable income (line 12, Schedule B) 
Deductions from federal taxable income (line 5, Schedule C) 
Net income (line 1 plus line 2, less line 3) 
Utah contnbutions (line 5, Schedule D) 
Total income before nonbusiness income exclusion (line 4 less line 5 ) . . 
Non-business income: (a) Allocated to Utah 
(from Schedule H) ^ Allocated outside Utah 
Total (line 7a plus line 7b) 
Net income subject to apportionment (line 6 less line 8) 
Apportionment fraction (100% or line 7, Schedule J) 
Net income apportioned to Utah (line 9 multiplied by line 10) 
Nonbusiness income allocated to Utah (line 7a) 
UTAH NET INCOME (line 11 plus line 12) 
Utah loss carryover (line 6, Schedule L) 
NET TAXABLE INCOME (line 13 less line 14) 
Tax: 5% of line 15 OR $100 minimum per corporation, whichever is greater 
7a 
7b 
17.a. Energy credit (attach form TC-40E) 
b. Contnbutions to qualified sheltered workshop 
a High technology equipment contnbuton credit 
d. Utah municipal, U.S. and agency bond interest credit 
a. Enterprise zone credit 









Nonrefundable credits (total of lines 17a through I7f) 
Balance (line 16 less line 18) (cannot be less than minimum tax per corporation), 
20a. Mineral production withholding (attach TC-675R). 
b. Off highway Utah agricultural gas tax credrt 










1 5 , 5 7 3 
100 
1 5 , 6 7 3 
25 















Refundable credits (total of lines 20a through 20c) 
Refund - if line 21 is larger than line 19, subtract line 19 from line 21 
Amount of refund to be applied as advance payment for next tax year 
Refund balance (line 22 less line 23) 
Tax due - if line 19 is larger than line 21, subtract line 21 from line 19 (cany forward to line 6 on 





















1 5 , 6 4 8 
1 0 0 . 0 0 0 
1 5 , 6 4 8 
1 5 , 6 4 8 
5 2 , 0 2 6 


















 i(.;( 2s' 





26. Check boxes corresponding with installments that qualify for 
exceptions (see Schedule W) 
'•*D'[>n 
SCHEDULES B, C, D and E TC-20 B-E Rev 10/91 
Corporation Name 
Stephen Alvin Regan Inc 
Taxable Year Ending 
06-30-92 
Federal Identification Number 
87-0344364 
SCHEDULE B ADDITIONS TO INCOME 
1. Income taxes paid to all states 
2. Franchise or privilege taxes paid to all states 
3. Corporate stock taxes paid to all states 
4. Any income, franchise or capital stock taxes imposed by a foreign country 
5. Business and occupation taxes 
6. Other taxes not deductible under Utah Code Ann. 59-7-108(3) 
7. Exempt interest - federal return 
8. Capital loss carryover 
9. Income not reported on federal return 
10. Federal contributions (see instructions) 
11. Other additions to income (attach schedule) (see instructions) 



























SCHEDULE C DEDUCTIONS FROM INCOME 
1. Wage deduction - Targeted jobs credit 
2. Additional capital loss 
3. Foreign dividend gross-up (section 78) 
4. Other (attach schedule) 











SCHEDULE D UTAH CONTRIBUTIONS DEDUCTION 
1. Utah net income before apportionment (line 4, Schedule A) 
2. Utah contribution limitation percentage 
3. Utah contribution limitation (multiply line 1 by line 2). If line 1 is a loss, no contribution is allowed . 
4. Current year contribution at cost 













i l l 
SCHEDULE E COMPENSATION OF OFFICERS 
Name of Officer Social security number 




























Amount of compensation 
Total comoensation of officers 
SCHEDULES K and L 
TC-20 K - L 
Rev 10/91 
Corporation Name Taxable Year Ending 
/ - 3 o -Si 
Federal Identification Number 
/7-o5VV5*y 




Enter positive value of current loss (Schedule A, line 13) 
a Utah taxable income for 3rd prior tax year (only applicable if net gam) 
b Loss carryback amount (line 1 or 2a, whichever is smaller) . . 
c Adjusted income amount for 3rd prior tax year (line 2a less line 2b) 
d. Tax (line 2c multiplied by 5%, or the minimum tax, whichever Is greater) 
e Tax previously paid for 3rd prior tax year -
f Decrease In tax (refund) for 3rd prior tax year (line 2e less line 2d) — 




Loss remaining (line 1 less line 3) 
a Utah taxable income for 2nd prior tax year (only applicable If net gain) 
b Loss carryback amount (line 4 or 5a, whichever is smaller) 
c Adjusted income amount for 2nd prior tax year (line 5a less line 5b) ... 
d Tax (line 5c multiplied by 5%, or the minimum tax. whichever is greater) 
e Tax previously paid for 2nd prior tax year 
f Decrease in tax (refund) for 2nd prior tax year (line 5e less line 5d) . 




Loss remaining (line 4 less line 6) 
a Utah taxable income for 1 st prior tax year (only applicable if net gain) 
b Loss carryback amount (line 7 or 8a, whichever is smaller) 
c Adjusted Income amount for 1st prior tax year (line 8a less line 8b) ... 
d Tax (line 8c multiplied by 5%, or the minimum tax, whichever is greater) 
e Tax previously paid for 1 st prior tax year 
f Decrease in tax (refund) for 1st prior tax year (line 8e less tine Qd) -




10 Total tax refund due (Add lines 2f, 5f, and 8f) 









































SCHEDULE L - CARRYFORWARD OF PRIOR YEAR LOSSES TO THE CURRENT YEAR 
1 5th prior tax year 
2 4 th prior tax year 
3 3rd prior tax year 
4 2nd prior tax year 
5 1st prior tax year 
6 TotaJ toss carryforward 
available in the current 


























Ill THE DISTRICT COURT 
COUHTV, STATE OF UTAH 
TWYLA K. HAMILTON and HEIDI ANN 
HAMILTON, 










CHILD SUPPORT UBLIGATJPH WORKSHEET 
(SOLE CUSTOUiJ 
rlvl.l II". 
IASC JIWAJUJ CALCULATION 
1 . 
2a"! 
Rnn«r t l i * number of c h i l d r e n o f tlilra mot:Iter one! 








Bitter the father's and mother's gross monthly Income 




Enter previously ordered alimony that is actually 
paid. (Do not enter alimony ordered for this case) -0- '- -0-
\//////////', 
Enter previously ordered child support. (Do not enter 
payments ordered for the chlld(ren) in tills case). 
-0- I- - 0 -
For modification and paternity actions only; Enter 
the amount from Line 12 of the Present Family 





I. Subtract Lines 2b, 2c, and 2d from 2a. This is the 
Adjusted Monthly Gross for child support purposes. 
Take the COMBINED figure in Line 3 and the number of 
children in Line 1 to the Support Table. Find the 
Base Combined Support Obligation. Enter it here. 
IS IS 






Divide each parent's adjusted monthly gross in Line 3 
by the COMBINED adjusted monthly gross in Line 3. 32 68 
Multiply Line 4 by Line 5 for each parent to obtain 





Enter the chiid(ren)'s portion of monthly medical and 
dental insurance premiums paid to insurance company. 1//////////I 
{B. BASE CHILD SUPPORT AWARD 
| Subtract Line 7 from Line 6 for Ihe Ob.U.oor parent. Cent inn? 
I Page 2 for Extraordinary HeUJLcaA and ChAAd Care Expense??. 
19. IIASG AMOUNT PER CHILD 
I Divide Line 0 by Line 1 
EHDED VISITATION 
HAMI3 AMOMiiT PEN CHILD (Line 9) v/iiJ. l»e reduced by bin for each child for time periods 
ln'4 whirh specific extended visitation of that child with the non-custodial parent is 
ited in the order for at least 25 of any JO consecutive days. 
